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Map 1 Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Designated Neighbourhood Plan Area 

@Crown copyright and database rights [2015] Ordnance Survey 100055940 

Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Group Parish Council (Licensee) License number 0100056031  
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1.0 Introduction and Background 

1.1 This Consultation Statement has been prepared in accordance with The Neighbourhood Planning (General) Regulations 2012 (SI No. 637) Part 5 

Paragraph 15 (2)1 which defines a “consultation statement” as a document which – 

(a) contains details of the persons and bodies who were consulted about the proposed neighbourhood development plan; 

 (b) explains how they were consulted; 

 (c) summarises the main issues and concerns raised by the persons consulted; and 

(d) describes how these issues and concerns have been considered and, where relevant, addressed in the proposed neighbourhood development plan. 

 

1.2 Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Neighbourhood Development Plan has been prepared in response to the Localism Act 2011, which gives parish councils 

and other relevant bodies, new powers to prepare statutory Neighbourhood Plans to help guide development in their local areas.  These powers give 

local people the opportunity to shape new development, as planning applications are determined in accordance with national planning policy and 

the local development plan, and neighbourhood plans form part of this Framework.  Other new powers include Community Right to Build Orders 

whereby local communities have the ability to grant planning permission for new buildings.    

1.3 Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Group Parish Council made the decision in 2011 to prepare a Neighbourhood Development Plan to help determine 

planning applications in the Parish up to 2031. The Group Parish applied to Herefordshire Council for Designation as a Neighbourhood Area on 13 Dec 

2012 and the Area was designated on 29 January 2013. The Designated Neighbourhood Plan Area has the same boundary as the Group Parish and is 

shown on Map 1 above.  

                                                           
1 http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/637/contents/made 
 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/637/contents/made
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1.4 A Steering Group of Parish Councillors and interested local residents was established in November 2011 to progress work on the Draft Plan and to 

oversee community engagement and public consultation. A first draft, discussion document was prepared in early 2012 for internal discussion with 

the Steering Group.  

1.5  The Draft Neighbourhood Plan builds on key environmental issues, concerns and proposed actions set out in the published Community Led Plan (CLP)2 

published in 2011. In summary this included the following themes of relevance to the Draft Neighbourhood Plan:  

Theme 1: The Environment  

 An overwhelming majority of respondents to the questionnaire highly valued the local environment – its peace, beauty and unspoiled nature. Most 

people appreciated life in a small rural community, and wanted its rural nature to be protected and enhanced.  

 Flooding is a problem for a minority of people, but this a high priority as it causes distress and is a threat to well- being and property.  

Theme 2: Housing  

 The idea of further development in the Parish split opinion. There was strong support (if new housing is to be built locally or redundant buildings 

converted) for it to meet local needs and to be affordable, to be environmentally friendly, and for the materials to be sympathetic to the local area. 

Most people did not want to see executive homes built in the Parish. Whilst the area that most people thought appropriate for any new housing was 

in Welsh Newton, where road access and access to services is better than elsewhere, it should be noted that the majority of that view live on Welsh 

Newton Common.  

                                                           
2 http://communities.herefordshire.gov.uk/gf2.ti/f/18562/221157/pdf/- 
/Welsh_Newton_and_Llanrothal_Community_Led_Plan_FINAL_Aug_2011.pdf  
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Theme 3: Roads, Road Safety and Public Transport  

 People were generally not satisfied with the maintenance of minor roads, ditches and drains on minor roads. Poor visibility was raised as an issue at 

the Welsh Newton Common junction (Gwenherrion Cross), particularly combined with speeding traffic approaching from Llangrove and Welsh 

Newton. A relatively high number of people were concerned about traffic speed.  

 65% of people in the Parish never used public transport, and most would not use it even if it was cheaper. However, without public transport a 

minority of parishioners would be isolated, as they have no other form of transport – and some respondents commented that they will use buses 

when they can no longer drive. Young people in particular are heavily reliant on family and friends for lifts to get around. A third of respondents used 

the local bus service occasionally. Although the numbers were low, there was most support for a community bus or taxi scheme, but the majority of 

local people would continue to use their own transport and would not use any of the suggested forms of community transport.  

 Public footpaths and bridleways were used regularly by nearly half of our community, emphasising the importance of keeping them maintained.  

Theme 5: Children and Young People  

 For most children, their favourite leisure activity was hanging out with friends. A list of possible facilities that might be provided for their use was 

suggested, and the most popular, with use regularly or occasionally were a football pitch, skateboard park and woodland crafts/activities. Additional 

comments showed that local children appreciate the rural area in which we live, with plenty to do out of doors. Traffic was raised as a danger. Adults 

were also asked their opinion on which facilities should be provided for children and young people, and most popular among grown ups was a youth 

club, with good support also for a football pitch.  

 A skateboard park was not well supported by adults.  
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Theme 6: Community Assets, Local Resources and Energy  

 A significant number of people were concerned about use of the village hall and community support for it. The CLP included an Action regarding all 

community assets, including churches and the village hall to take account of the strength of views on this issue.  

 There was support for suggestions to investigate the use of local resources for generating electricity for the community. There was most support for 

investigating hydro power (74%), and just over half supported looking into wind turbines, although a significant number did not support this 

suggestion. Just over half of respondents supported drawing up a community plan to reduce the carbon footprint of the Parish.  

 Comments were also received about the slow speed of broadband in the Parish.  

It has proved difficult to recruit volunteers to lead on several aspects of the plan although the Parish Council has been active in pursuing improvements 

to local roads and in monitoring road speeds on the A466.  Some research was undertaken separately on the potential for renewable energy 

generation in the Parish – in particular on hydro power and wind power generation.  However no related projects have come to fruition. 
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2.0 Draft Neighbourhood Plan Development Informal Consultation on Emerging Plan, 2014 - 2015 

2.1  Following an initial period of informal consultation on the emerging Draft Plan with local residents and businesses in November to December 2014, 

the Draft Plan was revised to take into account the comments received.   A public drop in event was held on Saturday 29 November 1.00-3.00pm at 

the village hall which was attended by around 35 people and the emerging plan was placed on the Parish Council’s website.  A number of 

constructive comments were received including general support for the plan and concerns about impacts on the local environment from new 

development.  The event was publicised by email and posters / flyers delivered around the Parish and displayed on notice boards. 

Welsh Newton Common Settlement Boundary 

2.2 The settlement boundary was drawn up following a drop in consultation meeting for the local community on Saturday 13th June 2015.  The 

settlement boundary has attempted to accommodate the views and opinions expressed by those who attended, the majority of whom were not in 

favour of any large scale development in the community.  Many expressed the view that further development risks eroding the particular character 

of the settlement and its broader setting as a scatter of housing that has grown up around the area of common land and the small fields that are an 

important landscape feature and a valuable wildlife resource as they are not intensively managed. 
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3.0 Formal Consultation on the Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan Monday 26th October to 5pm Monday 14th 

December 2015  

3.1 The public consultation on the Welsh Newton Draft Neighbourhood Plan was carried out in accordance with The Neighbourhood Planning (General) 

Regulations 2012 (SI No. 637) Part 5 Pre-submission consultation and publicity, paragraph 14.  This states that:  

Before submitting a plan proposal to the local planning authority, a qualifying body must—  

(a) publicise, in a manner that is likely to bring it to the attention of people who live, work or carry on business in the neighbourhood area 

(i) details of the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan; 

(ii) details of where and when the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan may be inspected; 

(iii) details of how to make representations; and 

(iv) the date by which those representations must be received, being not less than 6 weeks from the date on which the draft proposal is first 

publicised; 

(b) consult any consultation body referred to in paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 whose interests the qualifying body considers may be affected by 

the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan; and 

(c) send a copy of the proposals for a neighbourhood development plan to the local planning authority. 

 

3.2 The Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Draft Neighbourhood Plan was published for formal consultation for 6 weeks from Monday 26th October to 5pm 

Monday 14th December 2015.  The Environmental Report for Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the Neighbourhood Plan also was published 

for consultation with Historic England, Natural England and the Environment Agency by Herefordshire Council when the Draft Plan was published. 

3.3 The Draft Neighbourhood Plan and a copy of the Response Form were available for viewing and downloading from the neighbourhood plan website  

https://wnandlgpc.wordpress.com/neighbourhood-plan/ with a link from Herefordshire Council’s website  

https://wnandlgpc.wordpress.com/neighbourhood-plan/
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 https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/neighbourhood-planning/submitted-draft-plans-and-adopted-neighbourhood-

development-plans .  Screenshots of these web pages are provided in Appendix II.  Consultation responses were invited using the accompanying 

Response Form (provided in Appendix II) to the Parish Clerk via an email to wnlgpc@btinternet.com or by post to the Parish Council Clerk “TRYONOR” 

42 Green Lane Kingstone Hereford HR29EX no later than 5pm 14th December 2015. 

3.4  An e-mail or letter was sent to all Consultation Bodies, providing information about the consultation dates, and the locations where the Draft Plan 

and accompanying documents could be viewed and downloaded or contact details of parish Councillors / members of the steering group who could 

provide hard copies on request.  Copies of the letters were sent or emailed out to local businesses and local community organisations.  Respondents 

were invited to complete the Response Form and to submit completed forms / other comments by email or by post to the Parish Clerk.  A copy of the 

letter and the complete list of Consultation Bodies and other groups / organisations consulted is provided in Appendix II. The list of Consultation 

Bodies was kindly provided by Herefordshire Council. 

3.5 The Steering Group (in discussion with their planning consultants) felt that a drop in event would not be the most effective way to consult with local 

residents in Welsh Newton and Llanrothal as an event had already been organised fairly recently at the informal consultation stage, providing an 

opportunity to comment on and discuss the content of the emerging Plan with Steering Group members.  Instead other methods of raising awareness 

and encouraging engagement were used including the following: 

 Display of the flyer on Parish Council notice boards 

 Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Parish Magazine – January 2016 

 Delivery of representation forms to local households. 

3.6 A copy of the Draft Neighbourhood Plan was submitted to Herefordshire Council.  

https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/neighbourhood-planning/submitted-draft-plans-and-adopted-neighbourhood-development-plans
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/neighbourhood-planning/submitted-draft-plans-and-adopted-neighbourhood-development-plans
mailto:wnlgpc@btinternet.com
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4.0 Summary of Consultation Responses to the Draft Neighbourhood Plan 

4.1 Representations were received from several consultation bodies including South Worcestershire Development Plan, Severn Trent, Welsh Water and 

Ty Carreg.  Most had no comments.  Historic England were supportive of the Plan and advised that “overall the Plan reads as well considered, concise 

and fit for purpose”.  There were some detailed suggestions for amendments to some policies from Natural England and these have largely been 

taken on board in the amendments to the Plan.  Herefordshire Council also provided some detailed comments from different teams within the 

Council; in addition to various proposed amendments to some policies, there were some concerns about the extensive nature of the settlement 

boundary and suggestions for a better map illustrating the proposed protected views.  Where possible many of the comments have been taken on 

board in the revised submission plan.  The settlement boundary is retained as this reflects the low density nature of Welsh Newton and includes areas 

identified for protection as local green space and an accompanying criteria based policy. 

4.4 Tables 1A and 1B below set out the responses submitted to the Draft Neighbourhood Plan, together with information about how these responses 

have been considered by the Parish Council and have informed the amendments to the Submission Neighbourhood Plan.  Table 2 sets out responses 

from the Consultation Bodies to the SEA Screening Report. 
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Table 1A – General Consultation Responses and Consideration of Responses, Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan. 

Consultee 

Name Address 

Ref. No. 

Page No.  Para. 

No. 

Vision/ 

Objective 

/ Policy No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council Consideration Amendments to NDP 

(1) South 

Worcestershire 

Development 

Plan 

  All Comment Thank you for engaging with 

the south Worcestershire 

Councils. Since the area in 

question is not adjacent to 

any of the south 

Worcestershire Councils we 

will not wish to make any 

comments on this plan. Will 

you please remove our details 

from the consultation list. 

Noted. No change. 

(2) Hereford 
and Worcester 
Fire and Rescue 
Service 

  All Comment Thank you for a copy of the 
Welsh Newton and Llanrothal 
Neighbourhood Development 
Plan and the opportunity to 
respond to your consultation. 
By law neighbourhood plans 
must conform to the local 
planning authorities own plan 
and therefore our interests 
are covered automatically 
under neighbourhood plans. 
Hereford and Worcester Fire 
and Rescue Service therefore 
have no further comments 
with regards to your current 
consultation. 

Noted. No change. 
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(3) Severn Trent   All Comment Position Statement   
As a water company we have 
an obligation to provide water 
supplies and sewage 
treatment capacity for future 
development. It is important 
for us to work collaboratively 
with Local Planning 
Authorities to provide 
relevant assessments of the 
impacts of future 
developments.  For outline 
proposals we are able to 
provide general comments. 
Once detailed developments 
and site specific locations are 
confirmed by local councils, 
we are able to provide more 
specific comments and 
modelling of the network if 
required. For most 
developments we do not 
foresee any particular issues. 
Where we consider there may 
be an issue we would discuss 
in further detail with the local 
planning authority. We will 
complete any necessary 
improvements to provide 
additional capacity once we 
have sufficient confidence 
that a development will go 
ahead. We do this to avoid 
making investments on 
speculative developments to 
minimise customer bills. 

Noted. 
 
These are detailed matters 
and will be addressed 
through the development 
management process as and 
when planning applications 
are submitted. 

No change. 
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Sewage Strategy  
Once detailed plans are 
available and we have 
modelled the additional 
capacity, in areas where 
sufficient capacity is not 
currently available and we 
have sufficient confidence 
that developments will be 
built, we will complete 
necessary improvements to 
provide the capacity. We will 
ensure that our assets have 
no adverse effect on the 
environment and that we 
provide appropriate levels of 
treatment at each of our 
sewage treatment works. 
Surface Water and Sewer 
Flooding 
We expect surface water to 
be managed in line with the 
Government’s Water 
Strategy, Future Water. The 
strategy sets out a vision for 
more effective management 
of surface water to deal with 
the dual pressures of climate 
change and housing 
development. Surface water 
needs to be managed 
sustainably. For new 
developments we would not 
expect surface water to be 
conveyed to our foul or 
combined sewage system 
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and, where practicable, we 
support the removal of 
surface water already 
connected to foul or 
combined sewer. 
We believe that greater 
emphasis needs to be paid to 
consequences of extreme 
rainfall. In the past, even 
outside of the flood plain, 
some properties have been 
built in natural drainage 
paths.  We request that 
developers providing sewers 
on new developments should 
safely accommodate floods 
which exceed the design 
capacity of the sewers.  
Water Quality 
Good quality river water and 
groundwater is vital for 
provision of good quality 
drinking water. We work 
closely with the Environment 
Agency and local farmers to 
ensure that water quality of 
supplies are not impacted by 
our or others operations. The 
Environment Agency’s Source 
Protection Zone (SPZ) policy 
should provide guidance on 
development. Any proposals 
should take into account the 
principles of the Water 
Framework Directive and 
River Basin Management Plan 
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for the Severn River basin unit 
as prepared by the 
Environment Agency. 
Water Supply 
When specific detail of 
planned development 
location and sizes are 
available a site specific 
assessment of the capacity of 
our water supply network 
could be made. Any 
assessment will involve 
carrying out a network 
analysis exercise to 
investigate any potential 
impacts. 
We would not anticipate 
capacity problems within the 
urban areas of our network, 
any issues can be addressed 
through reinforcing our 
network. However, the ability 
to support significant 
development in the rural 
areas is likely to have a 
greater impact and require 
greater reinforcement to 
accommodate greater 
demands. Once detailed plans 
are available we can provide 
further comments on water 
supplies in specific areas. 
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Water Efficiency Building 
Regulation requirements 
specify that new homes must 
consume no more than 125 
litres of water per person per 
day. We recommend that you 
consider taking an approach 
of installing specifically 
designed water efficient 
fittings in all areas of the 
property rather than focus on 
the overall consumption of 
the property. This should help 
to achieve a lower overall 
consumption than the 
maximum volume specified in 
the Building Regulations.  
We recommend that in all 
cases you consider: 

 Single flush siphon 
toilet cistern and 
those with a flush 
volume of 4 litres. 

 Showers designed to 
operate efficiently 
and with a maximum 
flow rate of 8 litres 
per minute. 

 Hand wash basin 
taps with low flow 
rates of 4 litres or 
less.  

 Water butts for 
external use in 
properties with 
gardens. 
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We hope this provides you 
with useful information. We 
look forward to providing you 
with more comprehensive 
comments when more 
detailed plans and 
geographical locations of 
developments become 
available. 

(4) 
Herefordshire 
Civic Society 

  All Comment Thank you Malcolm for 
including us in the distribution 
of your Neighbourhood Plan. 
At the Hereford Civic Society 
we are intending publishing 
another report on the current 
state of play on NPs in our 
winter edition of Place, our 
quarterly magazine.  Might 
we have a short chat on the 
phone to discuss how you 
managed the process? 
I’d be please to call you at any 
time convenient or could visit 
as I live on St. Weonards, I 
hope to hear soon 

Noted. 
 
 

No change. 

(5) 
Herefordshire 
Council 

     See separate Table 1B for 
detail. 

 

(6) The Coal 
Authority 

  All Comment Having reviewed your 
document, I confirm that we 
have no specific comments to 
make on it at this stage. 
We look forward to 
continuing to receive your 
emerging planning policy 
related documents; 

Noted. No change. 
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preferably in electronic 
format. For your information, 
we can receive 
documents via our generic 
email address 
planningconsultation@coal.go
v.uk, on a CD/DVD, or a 
simple hyperlink which is 
emailed to our generic email 
address and 
links to the document on your 
website. 
Alternatively, please mark all 
paper consultation 
documents and 
correspondence for 
the attention of the Planning 
and Local Authority Liaison 
Department. 
Should you require any 
assistance please contact a 
member of Planning and Local 
Authority Liaison at The Coal 
Authority on our 
departmental direct line 
(01623 637119). 

(7) Welsh Water   All Comment  I refer to your email dated 
the 2nd November 2015 
regarding the above 
consultation. Dŵr Cymru 
Welsh Water (DCWW) 
appreciates the opportunity 
to respond and we offer the 
following representation:  
Given that the Welsh Newton 
and Llanrothal Group Parish 

Noted. No change. 
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Draft Neighbourhood 
Development Plan has been 
prepared in accordance with 
the Adopted Herefordshire 
Local Plan Core Strategy, 
DCWW are supportive of the 
aims, objectives and policies 
set out.  
As you will no doubt be 
aware, there is no public 
sewerage provision in the 
Group Parish area. As such, 
any new development will 
require alternative foul 
drainage under the provisions 
of ‘Policy SD4 – Wastewater 
treatment and river water 
quality’ of the Adopted 
Herefordshire Core Strategy. 
With regard to DCWW 
providing a clean water 
supply, there are no issues in 
accommodating the level of 
development proposed, 
though dependant on the 
location of the development, 
some level of off-site mains 
may be required.  
We hope that the above 
information will assist you as 
you continue to progress the 
Neighbourhood Plan. In the 
meantime, should you require 
any further information 
please do not hesitate to 
contact us at 
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Forward.Plans@dwrcymru.co
m or via telephone on 0800 
917 2652. 

(8) Historic 
England 

  WNL1, 
WNL4, 
WNL5, 
All 

Support Thank you for the invitation to 
comment on the draft 
Neighbourhood Plan. Historic 
England are supportive of 
both the Vision set out in the 
Plan and the content of the 
document, particularly its’ 
emphasis on local 
distinctiveness and the 
maintenance of rural 
character.  
 
We particularly commend the 
thorough approach taken to, 
inter alia, protecting and 
enhancing landscape 
character (Policy WNL1) and 
the retention of locally 
important buildings and 
orchards and the protection 
of archaeological remains.  
 
Equally commendable is the 
approach taken to Building 
Design (Policy WNL4) 
including in relation to 
historic farmsteads.  
 
Historic England considers 
that the identification of 
Welsh Newton Common as an 
area of quite distinct 
character, the definition of a 

Noted. No change. 
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settlement boundary here 
and the crafting of a bespoke 
Policy (WNL5) for the areas 
protection and future 
management constitutes a 
quite exemplary approach. 
 
Overall the plan reads as a 
well-considered, concise and 
fit for purpose document 
which we consider takes a 
suitably proportionate 
approach to the historic 
environment of the Parish. 
 
Beyond those observations 
we have no further 
substantive comments to 
make on what Historic 
England considers is a good 
example of community led 
planning.  
I hope you find this advice 
helpful. 

(9) Ty Carreg 65  Small scale 
wind 
turbines 
WNL12 
5 

Object  Not accepted. 
 
See (10) below. 

No change. 

(10) Ty Carreg 65  WNL13 
Renewable 
Energy 
Schemes 
1-7 

Object I am very strongly opposed to 
the erection of a wind turbine 
at Welsh Newton, or the 
surrounding area. As the 
steering group for the 
Neighbourhood Plan know, an 
application for a wind turbine 

Partially accepted. 
 
Development Plans including 
Neighbourhood Development 
Plans have to be positively 
prepared.  They cannot 
include policies which 

Amend Plan. 
 
Amend Policy WNL13. 
 
Insert additional text to end of Policy: 
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has already been made at 
Gwenherrion which received 
a great deal of local 
opposition despite a promise 
of community benefit. 
 
It therefore comes as a great 
surprise and disappointment 
to see that the majority local 
view has been ignored by the 
steering group and the wind 
turbine issue has been forced 
upon us as yet again in the 
Neighbourhood Plan. If the 
Neighbourhood Plan is 
supposed to represent what is 
best for the community then 
Draft Policy WNL13, in my 
opinion, should be completely 
deleted. If it is not removed, 
then the Neighbourhood Plan 
has been drafted to cater for 
a small minority of local 
people who wish to benefit 
from a “community” wind 
turbine rather than the 
community as a whole. 

expressly forbid 
developments, but may 
contain criteria based policies 
to guide new development 
and set out the conditions 
whereby development may 
be acceptable. 
 
This Policy does not propose 
a new wind turbine in the 
area.  However, it is a criteria 
based policy which aims to 
ensure that adverse impacts 
on landscape and wildlife are 
minimised, should a proposal 
come forward. 
 
Herefordshire Council have 
supported both policies 
WNL12 and WNL13 and 
consider they are in 
conformity with local 
strategic planning policy.  
 
Amend the Policy to include a 
criteria requiring that any 
proposals will have to be 
supported by a “Yes” vote in 
a local Referendum. 
 

“Any schemes will have to be supported by a “Yes” 
vote in a local Referendum.  The Referendum will be 
paid for by the applicant and administered by the 
Parish Council”. 

(11) Natural 
England 
 
Ref 11.1 

  All Comment Thank you for your 
consultation on the above 
dated and received by Natural 
England on 26 October 
2015. 
 

Noted. No change. 
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Natural England is a non-
departmental public body. 
Our statutory purpose is to 
ensure that the natural 
environment is conserved, 
enhanced, and managed for 
the benefit of present and 
future 
generations, thereby 
contributing to sustainable 
development. 
Welsh Newton and Llanrothal 
Neighbourhood Plan 
 

Ref 11.2   WNL1 / 
WNL2 

Support / 
comment 

Draft Policy WNL1 Protecting 
and Enhancing Local 
Landscape Character 
We are supportive of this 
policy but would advise that 
some parts would be better 
placed in draft policy WNL2 
Protecting and Enhancing 
Local Wildlife and Habitats.  
 
For example under point 5 
(p34): “Alternative nesting 
and roosting sites should be 
provided as part of any 
redevelopment for swallows, 
swifts, house martins, bats, 
owls and other species which 
may be displaced during and 
following construction / 
conversion.”  
 

Accepted. 
 
Amend Plan as advised. 

Amend Policies WNL1 and WNL2. 
 
WNL1 – Delete wording under point 5: 
“Alternative nesting and roosting sites should be 
provided as part of any redevelopment for swallows, 
swifts, house martins, bats, owls and other species 
which may be displaced during and following 
construction / conversion”. 
 
Amend to: 
“Where impacts have been identified within 
development management, alternative nesting and 
roosting sites should be provided as part of any 
redevelopment for species such as swallows, swifts, 
house martins, bats and owls which may be displaced 
during and following construction / conversion” and 
add to WNL2 after paragraph 2. 
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We would also advise 
rewording this to: 
 
“Where impacts have been 
identified within development 
management, alternative 
nesting and roosting sites 
should be provided as part of 
any redevelopment for species 
such as swallows, swifts, 
house martins, bats and owls 
which may be displaced 
during and following 
construction/conversion.” 
 

Ref 11.3   WNL1 Comment We note that paragraphs 9, 
10, 11 refer to protecting local 
habitats and advise that you 
may make to identify key sites 
which you want to protect 
and specifically state in the 
policy that development will 
not be permitted on these 
sites. 
 

Accepted. 
 
Insert new map identifying 
these sites. 

Amend Plan. 
 
Insert new map identifying these sites. 
 
Amend Policy WNL1 to refer to these sites and include 
wording “Significant wildlife sites are identified on 
Map 4.  These wildlife sites are protected for their 
local, regional and national importance and 
development which will have an unacceptable impact 
on these areas will not be permitted”. 
 

Ref 11.4   WNL1 Comment We welcome paragraph 13 
and advise making it a 
separate policy specifically on 
green infrastructure 
and expanding it to include 
more about green 
infrastructure, to protect 
existing green infrastructure 
within the boundary of the 
plan area and to promote 

Accepted. 
 
Amend WNL1 as suggested 
and provide new policy 
specifically referring to Green 
Infrastructure (GI). 

Amend Plan. 
 
WNL1 – delete paragraph 13. 
 
Insert new policy WNL2 Green infrastructure and re-
number other policies: 
 
“Policy WNL2 Green Infrastructure 
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creation of new green 
infrastructure if new 
development proposals come 
forward. Such green 
infrastructure could include 
protection and creation of 
lowland dry acid grassland, 
traditional orchards, 
woodland and wildlife 
corridors and other 
environmental assets in the 
area to preserve and expand 
the existing ecosystem 
network. You may find it 
helpful to refer to the 
Herefordshire Green 
Infrastructure Study (2010). 
Multi-functional green 
infrastructure is important to 
underpin the overall 
sustainability of a 
development by performing a 
range of functions including 
flood risk management, the 
provision of accessible green 
space, climate change 
adaptation and supporting 
biodiversity. An example of a 
green infrastructure provision 
is sustainable drainage 
systems. These can deliver 
benefits for people and for 
wildlife and make a valuable 
contribution to the local 
green infrastructure network. 
Actions such as re-naturalising 

Existing green infrastructure (GI) within the 
neighbourhood area is protected and the  
creation of new green infrastructure is encouraged as 
part of development proposals.  
 
Such green infrastructure could include for instance 
protection and creation of priority habitats such as 
lowland dry acid grassland, traditional orchards, 
woodland and wildlife corridors and other 
environmental assets in the area to preserve and 
expand the existing ecosystem network (as set out in 
the Herefordshire Green Infrastructure Study (2010)). 
 
Ecological enhancements should include such actions 
as re-naturalising watercourses, woodland planting, 
provision of green roofs, and incorporation of features 
such as roosting opportunities for bats, the installation 
of bird nest boxes or the use of native species in the 
landscape planting.” 
 
Insert additional supporting text – new paragraph 
5.1.5 and renumber other paragraphs: 
 
“Multi-functional green infrastructure is important to 
underpin the overall sustainability of a 
development by performing a range of functions 
including flood risk management, the provision of 
accessible green space, climate change adaptation and 
supporting biodiversity. An example of 
green infrastructure provision is sustainable drainage 
systems. These can deliver benefits for people and for 
wildlife and make a valuable contribution to the local 
green infrastructure network. Actions such as re-
naturalising watercourses can also bring 
multifunctional benefits, including benefiting flood 
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watercourses can also bring 
multifunctional benefits, 
including benefiting flood 
attenuation. Woodland 
planting can also help 
mitigate flooding, see 
Woodland for Water: 
Woodland measures for 
meeting Water Framework 
Directive objectives for 
further information. 
Research indicates that green 
roofs/living roofs can reduce 
run-off and thereby the risk of 
surface water flooding; 
reducing the requirement for 
heating and air-conditioning; 
and providing habitat for 
wildlife. Further information 
can be found here: 
http://livingroofs.org/. 
Proposals may present 
opportunities to incorporate 
features such as roosting 
opportunities for bats, 
the installation of bird nest 
boxes or the use of native 
species in the landscape 
planting and we advise 
including within a green 
infrastructure policy the 
requirement for ecological 
enhancements. 
 
We advise including policy to 
protect specifically priority 

attenuation. Woodland planting can also help mitigate 
flooding, see Woodland for Water: Woodland 
measures for meeting Water Framework Directive 
objectives for further information. 
Research indicates that green roofs/living roofs can 
reduce run-off and thereby the risk of surface water 
flooding; reduce the requirement for heating and air-
conditioning; and provide habitat for 
wildlife. Further information can be found here: 
http://livingroofs.org/. 
Proposals may present opportunities to incorporate 
features such as roosting opportunities for bats, 
the installation of bird nest boxes or the use of native 
species in the landscape planting. 
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habitat (for example the 
lowland dry acid grassland, 
traditional orchards and 
deciduous woodland) and 
other environmental assets in 
the area to preserve the 
existing eco-system network. 
 

Ref 11.5   WNL2 Comment 
/ Support 

Draft Policy WNL2 Protecting 
and Enhancing Local Wildlife 
and Habitats 
 
We welcome this policy but 
advise changing the wording 
and layout to make the 
polices clearer, for example: 
The land in the Parish 
supports a range of protected 
and vulnerable species 
because of its undeveloped 
nature and the non-intensive 
agricultural methods 
practised here. The 
Neighbourhood 
Plan is recognised as an 
important local tool in 
ensuring that new 
development has a positive 
impact on local wildlife and 
habitats. 
Proposals for new 
development will be required 
to: 

 Demonstrate how the 
design has taken into account 

Accepted. 
 
Amend Plan using wording as 
suggested. 

Amend Plan. 
 
Amend WNL2 to wording as suggested: 
 
Policy WNL2 Protecting and Enhancing Local Wildlife 
and Habitats. 
 
The land in the Parish supports a range of protected 
and vulnerable species because of its undeveloped 
nature and the non-intensive agricultural methods 
practised here. The Neighbourhood Development 
Plan is recognised as an important local tool in 
ensuring that new development has a positive impact 
on local wildlife and habitats. 
 
Proposals for new development will be required to: 
• Demonstrate how the design has taken into account 
its potential impact on local habitats and species. 
• Ensure that appropriate measures are put in place to 
protect wildlife and enhance biodiversity and 
important habitats. Appropriate measures may include 
for instance use of swift bricks, bat and owl boxes, and 
ensuring that new and converted buildings provide 
nesting and roosting spaces for bats and birds.  
 
A mixture of native species typical of this locality 
should be incorporated in landscaping schemes 
including beech, oak, ash, hawthorn, wild cherry, 
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its potential impact on local 
habitats and species. 

 Ensure that appropriate 
measures are put in place to 
protect wildlife and enhance 
biodiversity and important 
habitats. Appropriate 
measures may include for 
instance use of 
swift bricks, bat and owl 
boxes, and ensuring that new 
and converted buildings 
provide nesting and roosting 
spaces for bats and birds. A 
mixture of native species 
typical of this 
locality should be 
incorporated in landscaping 
schemes including beech, oak, 
ash, hawthorn, wild cherry, 
hazel, sweet chestnut, bullace, 
blackthorn, dog rose, 
honeysuckle etc. 

hazel, sweet chestnut, bullace, blackthorn, dog rose, 
honeysuckle etc. 

Re 11.6   WNL3 Support Draft Policy WNL3 Local 
Greenspace Protection 
We welcome this policy. 
 

Noted. No change. 

Ref 11.7   WNL5 Comment Draft Policy WNL5 Welsh 
Newton Common Settlement 
Boundary and New Housing 
Under Protection of the 
Natural Environment, we 
would advise rewording 
“creating space” for points 
3. and 4. What exactly do you 
mean by this? 

Noted and accepted. 
 
The points  
 
“3.Creating space for bats 
and  
4.Creating space for swifts, 
swallows and house martins”  
 

Amend Plan. 
 
WNL5: 
 
Delete points 3 and 4. 
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 are now covered in the 2 
policies above – see amended 
wording, with specific 
reference to bat and owl 
boxes and swift bricks.  
Repeating this would lead to 
duplication so points 3 and 4 
should be deleted from this 
policy. 
 
 

Ref 11.8   WNL13 Comment Draft Policy WNL13 – 
Renewable Energy Schemes 
 
We would advise that rather 
than stating in paragraph 2, 
that an ecology study should 
be based on observation and 
not computer modelling , that 
survey work should be carried 
out in line with Natural 
England's Standing Advice for 
protected species, ancient 
woodland and veteran trees. 
 

Accepted. Amend Plan. 
 
Policy WNL13 
 
Amend paragraph 2 to: 
 
“2. Ecological survey work is required to be 
carried out in line with Natural England’s Standing 
Advice for protected species, ancient woodland and 
veteran trees to demonstrate that the development 
will not harm species on, using or passing over the site, 
especially bats.” 

Ref 11.9   All Comment General 
There is a lot of overlap and 
repetition between draft 
policies with regard to 
landscape and the natural 
environment and we would 
advise changing these polices 
to reduce/limit this. 

Noted. 
 
There are a number of 
detailed and extensive 
Policies in the Plan relating to 
the protection of the natural 
environment but this is a key 
area of concern to the Parish 
Council and steering group.  
The Policies have been 
revised following 

No further change. 
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consideration of the 
comments submitted by 
Natural England, 
Herefordshire Council and 
other bodies / individuals and 
further revision may dilute 
the strong environmental 
emphasis if the Plan.  
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Table 1B – Herefordshire Council Consultation Responses and Consideration of Responses, Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Draft Neighbourhood Development 

Plan. 

Consultee 

Name 

Address 

Ref. No. 

Page 
No.  

Para. 

No. 

Vision / 

Objective 

/ Policy 

No. 

Support / 

Object / 

Comment 

Comments received Parish Council Consideration Amendments to NDP 

(5) 
Herefordshire 
Council 
 
Ref 5.1 

  WNL5 Comment General Comments: 
 
Settlement Boundary quite vast, the large gaps in 
between could read as areas for future development.  
 

Partially accepted. 
 
The Settlement Boundary has 
been identified following close 
liaison with officers from 
Herefordshire Council and 
consultation and engagement 
with local residents at Welsh 
Newton Common.  
 
The settlement does not have a 
clustered or nucleated form; it 
is characterised by a scattered 
group of cottages, houses and 
farmsteads set within extensive 
plots of land across the area of 
the Common.  Welsh Newton 
Common, unlike many villages 
and settlements in other areas 
preparing NDPs, does not lend 
itself well to a settlement 
boundary.  However, one has 
been identified following the 
advice of Herefordshire Council.   
 

Amend Plan. 
 
Insert additional wording into Policy 
WNL5 between the first and the 
second paragraphs: 
 
“Proposals within the Settlement 
Boundary will be supported subject to 
other Policies and criteria set out in 
the Neighbourhood Development 
Plan.” 
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The Settlement Boundary is 
extensive, but this reflects the 
low density character of the 
settlement.   
 
Much of the area is identified as 
local green space – see Policy 
WNL3 - and is also protected 
from development as Common 
Land.  The Policy also provides 
detailed criteria to guide new 
development in this very 
sensitive location.  In practice 
therefore opportunities for new 
development within the area 
are very limited. 
 
However, some additional 
wording cross referencing of 
the identified settlement 
boundary to other policies in 
the Plan may be helpful. 

Ref 5.2   WNL1 Comment WNL1-Views policy- A large scale map needs to 
demonstrate the views as this does not clearly 
demonstrate where / what direction views are coming 
from and how much of the area is covered by the view 
policy.  
 

Noted. 
 
The Map should be amended 
following more detailed advice 
from Herefordshire Council. 
 
The Views are described in the 
supporting text and extend to 
significant areas beyond the 
boundary of the 
Neighbourhood Area. 

Amend Map. 
 
 

Ref 5.3   WNC6 Comment Policy WNL6 - log cabin style’ too prescriptive and should 
be removed 

Accepted. 
 

Amend Plan. 
 
Amend second to final sentence to: 
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Delete reference to log style 
cabins. 

 
“The housing should use natural 
materials in order to blend into the 
surrounding rural environment.” 

Ref 5.4   WNL6 Comment Policy WNL6 -Rural exception housing policy the provision 
of 5 dwellings including 1 affordable unit could amount to 
1000m2 gross floor space this would enable larger style 
dwellings which would not really conform with criterion 6 
of the policy.  
 

Not accepted. 
 
This refers to the site allocation 
WNL8 Site Allocation – Former 
Garage Site, Welsh Newton 
where “a maximum of 5 houses 
should be provided with at least 
1 affordable housing unit for 
local people.” 
 
This is a different matter; the 
site is not being treated as an 
exception site in the 
countryside by Herefordshire 
Council and the Parish Council 
do not support larger, executive 
homes on the site. 

No change. 
 

Ref 5.5   WNL7 Comment Policy WNL7- Conformity issue person converting must be 
local. 
 

Accepted. 
 
Delete reference to local 
person. 

Amend Plan. 
 
Amend first sentence to: 
“Conversions of rural outbuildings to 
meet identified local housing needs 
will be supported in preference to new 
build.”  
 

Ref 5.6   WNL8 Comment WNL8- Site allocation. This is not achievable under 
changes to affordable housing national policy. Only 
residential schemes of more than 10 units having a 
maximum combined gross floor space of more than 
1000m2 will be required to contribute to affordable 
housing. This reflects change in national policy.  
 

Noted. 
 
The ministerial statement 
setting out the minimum 
threshold of 10 units was 
quashed in the High Court 
following a legal challenge.  

Amend Plan 
 
Amend paragraphs 4 and 5 to: 
 
“Some market housing may be 
permitted as part of the development 
in order to subsidise affordable 
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However, DCLG have been 
given permission to appeal this 
decision (as at Sept 2015).  In 
the meantime, the 
Herefordshire Council has 
adopted the minimum 
threshold of 10 units in the 
Local Plan Core Strategy (Policy 
H1).   
 
The site falls within the open 
countryside and therefore new 
housing is required to meet the 
criteria of the now adopted 
Local Plan Core Strategy Policies 
RA3 and H2. 
 
Therefore in order to 
demonstrate conformity with 
HC strategic policies the policy 
should be amended. 

housing provision.  The affordable 
housing element should be offered at 
a market rent until such time as a local 
person needs it. The houses in the 
affordable part of the scheme should 
not exceed 3 bedrooms.   A self build 
scheme would be supported for the 
affordable housing part of a 
development.” 

Development 
Management 
 
Ref 5.7 

    None received  Noted. No change. 

Planning 
Policy 
 
Ref 5.8 

  WNL1 
Protecting 
and 
Enhancing 
Local 
Landscape 
Character 

Comment 
 

SS1, SS6, SD1, MT1, RA2, RA5, LD1,LD2,LD3, LD4, SD4 
 
In general conformity - Y  
 
Criterion 4. Suggest add ‘well designed’  
to start of last sentence to add strength 
 to the policy. 
 

Accepted. 
 
Amend criterion 4 as suggested. 

Amend Plan. 
 
Amend criterion 4 last sentence to: 
“Well designed sustainable 
construction and low carbon 
technologies will be supported.” 
 

Ref 5.9   WNL2 
Protecting 
and 

Comment 
 

SS6, LD2 
In general conformity – Y 
 

Noted. 
 

No change. 
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Enhancing 
Local 
Wildlife 
and 
Habitats 

There are significant environmental designations in the 
area, are the suggested mitigation measures adequate? –  
ecology comment? 
 

No further comments received 
from Ecology (presume this is in 
Landscape / Archaeology / 
Conservation). 

Ref 5.10   WNL3  
Local 
Greenspac
e 
Protection  
 

Support SS6, LD3 
In general conformity – Y 
 

Noted. No change. 

Ref 5.11   WNL4 –  
Building 
Design 
Principles  
 

Comment SS6, LD1, LD4 
In general conformity – Y 
 
Code for Sustainable  Homes has been withdrawn by the 
Government.  See Appendix 7 for further details 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-
2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-
buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-
efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-
homes   
Perhaps a similar caveat is needed in 
 WNL4 as that in the list of legacy cases. 
 
 

Accepted. 
 
Delete reference to Code for 
Sustainable Homes. 

 Amend Plan. 
 
Delete sentence in criterion 6: 
 
“It is highly recommended that new 
building or conversion in carried out to 
the standard of the Code for 
Sustainable Homes3 unless there are 
good reasons for not doing so.” 
 
Insert new sentence: 
 
“The Code for Sustainable Homes 
(insert ref 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publ
ications/2010-to-2015-government-
policy-energy-efficiency-in-
buildings/2010-to-2015-government-
policy-energy-efficiency-in-
buildings#appendix-7-code-for-
sustainable-homes   

                                                           
3 https://www.gov.uk/government/policies/improving-the-energy-efficiency-of-buildings-and-using-planning-to-protect-the-environment/supporting-pages/code-for-
sustainable-homes  
 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings/2010-to-2015-government-policy-energy-efficiency-in-buildings#appendix-7-code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/policies/improving-the-energy-efficiency-of-buildings-and-using-planning-to-protect-the-environment/supporting-pages/code-for-sustainable-homes
https://www.gov.uk/government/policies/improving-the-energy-efficiency-of-buildings-and-using-planning-to-protect-the-environment/supporting-pages/code-for-sustainable-homes


36 
 

 ) should be used in Legacy cases.  That 
is: 

 those where residential 
developments are legally 
contracted to apply a code 
policy (e.g. affordable housing 
funded through the National 
Affordable Housing 
Programme 2015 to 2018, or 
earlier programme); or where 

 Planning permission has been 
granted subject to a condition 
stipulating discharge of a 
code level, and developers 
are not appealing the 
condition nor seeking to have 
it removed or varied” 

 
 

Ref 5.12   WNL5  
Welsh 
Newton 
Common 
Settlement 
Boundary 
and New 
Housing  
 

Support RA2, RA3, RA4, H2, LD4, 
In general conformity – Y 
 
Observations –  

- Ridge heights should not exceed 6m.  
- Wildlife surveys should be undertaken prior to 

any development. 
- Proposals for extensions to increase the size and 

volume of smaller (ie 1-3 bedroom) housing units 
beyond permitted development rights will only 
be considered acceptable in exceptional 
circumstances. 

- Proposals to extend existing residential 
properties should be proportionate to the 
existing scale of the building and should not 
increase the footprint of the building by more 

Noted. 
 
Refer to Ref 5.4 above. 
 
The following “observations” 
are all set out in the policy 
(WNL5): 
 
Ridge heights should not 
exceed 6m.  
 
Wildlife surveys should be 
undertaken prior to any 
development. 
 
Policy WNL6 includes in 
criterion 5: 

No change. 
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than two thirds, or exceed an increase in gross 
volume by more than 50%.  

 

 
Proposals for extensions to 
increase the size and volume of 
smaller (ie 1-3 bedroom) 
housing units beyond permitted 
development rights will only be 
considered acceptable in 
exceptional circumstances. 
 
Proposals to extend existing 
residential properties should be 
proportionate to the existing 
scale of the building and should 
not increase the footprint of 
the building by more than two 
thirds, or exceed an increase in 
gross volume by more than 
50%.  
 
Therefore these “observations” 
merely repeat existing policy 
wording. 
 

Ref 5.13   WNL6  
Rural 
Exception 
Housing  
 

Comment H2, RA3, RA4 
In general conformity – N 
 
‘Agricultural dwellings should be log cabin style’ 
Developers/self builders should be allowed more choice 
in the design of Agri/rural dwellings.     
 

Accepted. 
 
Amend – see Ref 5.3 above. 

No further change. 

Ref 5.14   WNL7 
Extensions 
to Houses 
and 
Residential 
Conversion

Comment  RA5, SD1,   
In general conformity - N  
 
Observations: 
Person converting must be local 

Accepted. 
 
Amend – see Ref 5.5 above. 

No further change. 
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s of Former 
Agricultural 
Buildings  
 

Ref 5.15  Para 
5.2.2
5 

 Comment Please abbreviate the term ‘SID’ Accepted. 
 
Insert “Speed Indicator 
Devices” before the first SID in 
5.2.25. 

Amend Plan. 
 
Insert “Speed Indicator Devices” 
before the first SID in 5.2.25 and put 
SID in brackets. 

Ref 5.16   WNL8  
Site 
Allocation 
– Former 
Garage 
Site, Welsh 
Newton  
 

Comment H1, H3, RA2,  
In general conformity - N  
 
Policy H1 sets a target of either 10 dwellings or 1000m2 
gross.  Although the provision of 5 dwellings including 1 
affordable unit could amount to 1000m2 gross floorspace 
this would enable larger style dwellings which would not 
be in the spirit of the preamble text or criterion 6 of the 
policy.   
 

Accepted. 
 
See Ref 5.6 above. 

No further change. 

Ref 5.17   WNL9 –  
New 
business 
developme
nt in 
former 
agricultural 
buildings  

Support RA3, SD3, SD4, E1,  
In general conformity - Y  
 

Noted. No change. 

Ref 5.18   WNL10 – 
Polytunnne
ls  
 

Comment RA6 
In general conformity – Y 
 
Observations 
Polytunnels or associated developments (works, storage, 
servicing, accesses, toilets etc) should be sited outside a 
minimum distance of 30m of the boundary of any 
residential curtilage and 50m of any dwelling,  

Noted. 
 
These “observations” are all 
included in the Policy. 

  
No change. 
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Polytunnels will not be permitted on sites within 2 metres 
of the centre line of a public right of way and no 
polytunnels will be permitted on sites within 3 metres of 
the centre line of a bridleway. 
 

Ref 5.19   WNL11 – 
Supporting 
New 
Communic
ations 
Technologi
es and 
Broadband  
 

Comment RA6 
In general conformity –  
 
 
Observations and questionable whether this is 
enforceable. 
  
Road reinstatement works following works by utility 
companies will be required to be guaranteed to last for 10 
years and faults due to poor work and or materials will be 
required to be made good at the contractors’ expense.  
 

Noted. 
Enforcement is a matter for 
Herefordshire Council. 
 

No change. 

Ref 5.20   WNL12 – 
Supporting 
Community
-Led Low 
Carbon 
Energy 
Schemes  
 

Comment RA6, SD2, LD1, LD2 
 
In general conformity – Y 
 
Code for Sustainable Home Standard – see above 
 

Noted. 
 
Amend Plan – see ref 5.11 
above. 

No further change. 

Ref 5.21   WNL13 – 
Renewable 
Energy 
Schemes  
 

Comment SS1, SS6, SS7, RA6, SD2, MT1, LD1, LD2,  
 
In general conformity – Y 
 
Observation 
A transport study must be made as part of the application 
process for any wind turbine of 50KW  
For wind turbines in excess of 15m to blade tip a 
residential minimum distance of 400m will be required.  
 

Observations are included in 
the Policy. 

No change. 
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A recommended distance of 200m from the scheme to 
any bridleway or route habitually used by horse riders will 
be required.  
 
 

Ref 5.22   WNL14 –
Improving 
Local 
Footpaths, 
Bridleways, 
Cycleways 
and other 
Public 
Rights of 
Way  
 

Support MT1 
 
In general conformity – Y 
 

Noted. No change. 

Ref 5.23   WNL15 - 
Provision 
And 
Protection 
Of Local 
Community 
Facilities 

Support SC1 
 
In general conformity – Y 

Noted. No change. 

Ref 5.24   All Comment Other comments/conformity issues: 

 Have Landscape Officers been consulted ? There 
are many views which the Plan lists that should 
be protected for example Policy WNL1. 
 

 Fracking - Welsh Newton is identified as Block 51 
whereby a Habitats Regulation Assessment of 
the sites that are being considered for the next 
batch of fracking licences.  The landscape is 
divided into 10k by 10k squares.  However, based 
on the environmental sensitivity of Welsh 
Newton, there are limitations on the scope for 

Noted. 
 
No response from landscape 
officers – see below. 
 
Fracking is a county matter (ie 
minerals and waste) and not 
something a NDP can address. 

No change. 
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future exploration. The current Unitary 
Development Plan policies are in use to 
determine planning applications of this nature. 
However, once new evidence on minerals and 
waste has been gathered this will be used to 
draft a revised Minerals and Waste Plan.  See 
Herefordshire Council’s most recent update on 
this:  

https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/planning-and-building-
control/development-control/fracking  
 

Landscape / 
Archaeology / 
Conservation 
 
Ref 5.25 

    None received  Noted. No change. 

Strategic 
Housing 
 
Ref 5.26 

    None received Noted. No change. 

Economic 
Development 

  WNL9 Comment ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT RESPONSE TO WELSH 
NEWTON PARISH PLAN 
General comments: 
 
It is evident that the Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Parish 
Plan focusses heavily on the desire to protect the natural 
and built environment, including the preservation of its 
heritage assets.  From an economic development 
perspective it is encouraging to note that the Parish Plan 
generally supports the appropriate conversion of former 
agricultural buildings to offices, workshops and other 
business uses as part of the farm diversification and 
economic growth in the rural area (WNL9). 
 
Whilst it is acknowledged that the Parish Plan aims to 
retain the distinctive rural character of the area it is 

Not accepted. 
 
Policy WNL9 does not set out 
that conversion of “modern” 
farm buildings will not be 
supported. 
 
Instead the Policy advises that 
“Small scale and appropriate 
conversion of former 
agricultural buildings to offices, 
workshops and other business 
type uses are supported in 
principle as part of farm 
diversification and economic 
growth in the rural area.”  

No change. 

https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/development-control/fracking
https://www.herefordshire.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/development-control/fracking
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unclear why the conversion of modern farm buildings will 
not be supported? 
 
It is also unclear that given the proximity to the motorway 
and what appears to be relative ease of access to centres 
such as Newport, why the Parish Plan limits the 
conversion of agricultural buildings into larger homes; 
especially as it has made provision for affordable housing 
in smaller scale developments elsewhere in the parish? 
 
The employment profile of the parish, as referred to in 
(5.3.2), suggests there are many self-employed people in 
the Group Parish including builders, joiners, electricians, 
gardeners, craftsmen, writers etc and that there are very 
few opportunities for employment.  It further mentions 
that virtually all employed people have to travel to work 
and there are a number of professionals who work from 
home.  
 
Under 5.3.3 The Plan acknowledges there is a need for 
employment in the Group Parish to help secure the future 
of the community and to encourage children of the Parish 
not to move away.  
 
With this in mind, and the fact that increasing numbers of 
people are choosing to work from home, we would 
suggest that the Planning Group is not too restrictive with 
planning constraints concerning the conversion of existing 
buildings that have the potential to be brought back into 
economic use and/or redeveloped into larger homes; to 
allow both new and existing residents to live and work in 
the parish and further support the local economy. 
 
 

 
The criteria aim to ensure that 
conversions are designed and 
sited to ensure new 
development is appropriate to 
this sensitive rural area. 
 
Policy WNL7 sets out criteria for 
the conversion of former 
agricultural buildings into 
homes.  Smaller homes in the 
open countryside are 
encouraged in order to address 
the predominance of so many 
larger homes and a shortage of 
smaller properties in the area.  
This is not only a matter for 
“affordable housing” as there is 
a need for the Plan to support 
the provision of more small 
properties within open market 
housing. 
 
The Plan is not considered to be 
too restrictive; it supports 
appropriate economic 
development and 
diversification and recognises 
that there are many residents 
who are self-employed and / or 
work from home.  Policy WNL9 
includes criteria to control 
inappropriate, industrialisation 
of the rural landscape which 
would have an adverse impact 



43 
 

on the wildlife and landscape of 
this beautiful rural area.   
 

Ref 5.27   WNL11 Comment Regarding the requirement for improved communications 
and the need for improved broadband services we 
suggest you contact the Fastershire Team within 
Herefordshire Council who may be able to help with a 
community solution to broadband services, if a 
demonstrable economic -need is clearly identified. 
 
 

Noted. 
 
Refer comment to Parish 
Council for further action. 

No change. 

Ref 5.28   WNL8 Support We are supportive of the proposal to redevelop the 
former garage into an employment related use such as a 
farm shop/antique shop/tea shop/holiday let as per 
(5.2.22) etc.  There have been grants available to help 
with projects of this kind and there may be another round 
of funding available in 2016. 
Economic Development  
November 2015 

Noted. 
 
Refer comment to Parish 
Council for information. 

No change. 

Environmenta
l Health 
 
Ref 5.29 

  All  None received 
 

Noted. No change. 

Parks and 
Countryside 

  All  None received Noted. No change. 

Education 
 
Ref 5.30 

    None received Noted. No change. 

Transport and 
Highways 
 
Ref 5.31 

  All Comment Dear Neighbourhood Planning Team 
RE: Welsh Newton and Llanrothal NDP 
 
The NDP submitted by Welsh Newton and Llanrothal NDP 
has no major conflicts with the transportation section. We 
would broadly support the improvement of PROWs to 
support accessibility of sustainable transport routes 
within the parish.  

Noted. No change. 
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I would however, like to highlight some areas that would 
require some further consultation with others to establish 
their viability: 
 
 

Ref.5.32  1.4 Theme 3  Theme 3: Roads, Road Safety and Public Transport  
 People were generally not satisfied with the maintenance 
of minor roads, ditches and drains on minor roads. Poor 
visibility was raised as an issue at the Welsh Newton 
Common junction (Gwenherrion Cross), particularly 
combined with speeding traffic approaching from 
Llangrove and Welsh Newton. A relatively high number of 
people were concerned about traffic speed.  

- For issues relating to maintenance of the 
highway, please forward all concerns to BBLP. 

- For issues surrounding speed and highway safety 
concerns, please forward to Simon Hobbs (Senior 
Accident Investigation Engineer) to discuss. 

65% of people in the Parish never used public transport, 
and most would not use it even if it was cheaper. 
However, without public transport a minority of 
parishioners would be isolated, as they have no other 
form of transport – and some respondents commented 
that they will use buses when they can no longer drive. 
Young people in particular are heavily reliant on family 
and friends for lifts to get around. A third of respondents 
used the local bus service occasionally. Although the 
numbers were low, there was most support for a 
community bus or taxi scheme, but the majority of local 
people would continue to use their own transport and 
would not use any of the suggested forms of community 
transport. 

- Welsh Newton has a regular Monday to Saturday 
service between Monmouth and Hereford 
(Service 36) which is partly subsidised. The 

Noted. 
 
The identified themes are from 
the Community Led Plan (CLP).   
 
However it may be appropriate 
to add the additional 
information provided on bus 
services as an update. 
 
Refer other information to the 
Parish Council. 

Amend Plan. 
 
Add additional text in brackets to end 
of Theme 3 bullet point 2. 
 
“(Update February 2016: Welsh 
Newton has a regular Monday to 
Saturday service between Monmouth 
and Hereford (Service 36) which is 
partly subsidised. The Common 
however has a Friday only service to 
Monmouth. It is considered these 
services meet requirements of the 
area which also already has coverage 
from a Community Transport 
scheme.”) 
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Common however has a Friday only service to 
Monmouth. It is considered these services meet 
requirements of the area which also already has 
coverage from a CT scheme. 

Public footpaths and bridleways were used regularly by 
nearly half of our community, emphasising the 
importance of keeping them maintained. 

- For issues relating to Public Rights of way, please 
contact the rights of way section. 

 

Ref 5.33  4.2 Obj GO2 Comment 4.2 Objectives for the Welsh Newton and Llanrothal 
Neighbourhood Plan 
GO2. To Promote Access to the Open Countryside  
Footpaths are an essential part of the quiet enjoyment of 
the countryside, they are also still used as a way of 
connecting communities. We would like to improve 
access to the existing paths so that all members of the 
community have the opportunity to use them. We will 
apply to reinstate footpaths that have been lost from the 
definitive map where there is a reasonable level of 
evidence to support the application. 

- Please contact the Public Rights of Way section 
for information on re-instatement of new rights 
of ways. 

 

Noted. 
 
Refer information to the Parish 
Council. 

No change. 

Ref. 5.34  4.4  Comment 4.4 Welsh Newton Objectives 
4.4.1 Welsh Newton comprises a few scattered houses 
along the A466. In the past there might have been a more 
thriving village here but as the road has become busier so 
the village has lost cohesion. It has no centre, no shop and 
it is not possible to walk from one end to the other 
without being in danger of getting run over. 

- For issues relating to Road safety please contact 
Simon Hobbs. 
 

 

Noted. 
 
Refer information to the Parish 
Council. 

No change. 
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Ref 5.35   Obj L4 Comment Objective L4: To Improve Traffic Management on Local 
Roads  
There is a single track road into Llanrothal which is narrow 
with not many passing places. The use of the small lane by 
large farm vehicles has led to damaged verges and ditches 
along its length. During the application process for the 
Llanrothal Barns development there was a commitment 
to reduce the farm traffic using the roads in order to take 
into account the increase of traffic as a result of the 
development.  
The historic and important bridge over the Monnow at 
Tregate has been damaged innumerable times by heavy 
vehicles and has had to be repaired. The loss of or serious 
damage to the bridge would result in much lengthier 
journeys for local people and service providers.  
The limitations of access mean that Llanrothal cannot be 
considered a sustainable location. In addition there are no 
services of any description other than a redundant 
church.  

- Discuss with Simon Hobbs 
 

Noted. 
 
Refer information to the Parish 
Council. 

No change. 

Ref 5.36   WNL7 Comment Draft Policy WNL7 Extensions to Houses and Residential 
Conversions of Former Agricultural Buildings  
 
5.2.25 New development should demonstrate 
consideration of access onto the A-road as traffic travels 
very quickly through this section. A recent survey revealed 
cars travelling in excess of 80MPH through the village, 
despite a 40MPH limit. Requests from the Parish Council 
for a SID have been delayed and ignored. As a form of 
developer contributions, the developer will be required to 
sponsor a SID installation to reduce the danger of collision 
at the point where traffic will be exiting from the site.  

- This is a matter to be discussed with Simon 
Hobbs and the police 

Noted. 
 
Refer information to the Parish 
Council. 

No change. 
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- Please contact Bruce Evans for matters regarding 
develop contributions for highway works. 

For all matters relating to the condition of, or re-
instatement of footpaths, byways, bridleways and BOATs 
please contact the rights of way section. 
In response to the disappointing comments below from 
the plan Welsh Newton has a regular Monday to Saturday 
service between Monmouth and Hereford (Service 36) 
which is partly subsidised. The Common however has a 
Friday only service to Monmouth. It is considered these 
services meet requirements of the area which also 
already has coverage from a CT scheme. 
65% of people in the Parish never used public transport, 
and most would not use it even if it was cheaper. 
However, without public transport a minority of 
parishioners would be isolated, as they have no other form 
of transport – and some respondents commented that 
they will use buses when they can no longer drive. Young 
people in particular are heavily reliant on family and 
friends for lifts to get around. A third of respondents used 
the local bus service occasionally. Although the numbers 
were low, there was most support for a community bus or 
taxi scheme, but the majority of local people would 
continue to use their own transport and would not use any 
of the suggested forms of community transport.  
 
Passenger Transport Manager 
 

Waste 
 
Ref 5.37 

  WNL8 Comment Dear Neighbourhood Planning Team, 
I refer to the above and would make the following 
comments with regard to the proposed development area 
identified in the “Welsh Newton & Llanrothal Group draft 
Neighbourhood Development Plan-2011-2031 
Consultation Draft”: 

1. Having reviewed Ordnance survey historical 
plans, I would advise regarding draft policy 

Noted. 
 
These are detailed matters for 
development management and 
should be addressed through 
the development management 
process as and when a planning 
application is submitted. 

No change. 
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“WNL8; site allocation of the former garage site, 
Welsh Newton for housing, commercial and 
tourist use” outlined in red on map 8 the 
“Former garage site, welsh Newton ” –  

•              Records indicate the proposed site encroaches 
onto an area historically used in association with petrol 
tanks. 
 
The petrol tanks are a potentially contaminative use and 
will require consideration prior to any development. I 
would recommend any application that is submitted 
should include, as a minimum, a ‘desk top study’ 
considering risk from contamination in accordance with 
BS10175:2011 so that the proposal can be fully 
considered. With adequate information it is likely a 
condition would be recommended such as that included 
below: 
1.             No development shall take place until the 
following has been submitted to and approved in writing 
by the local planning authority: 
a)    a 'desk study' report including previous site and 
adjacent site uses, potential contaminants arising from 
those uses, possible sources, pathways, and receptors, a 
conceptual model and a risk assessment in accordance 
with current best practice 
b)  if the risk assessment in (a) confirms the possibility of a 
significant pollutant linkage(s), a site investigation should 
be undertaken to characterise fully the nature and extent 
and severity of contamination, incorporating a conceptual 
model of all the potential pollutant linkages and an 
assessment of risk to identified receptors 
c)     if the risk assessment in (b) identifies unacceptable 
risk(s) a detailed scheme specifying remedial works and 
measures necessary to avoid risk from contaminants/or 
gases when the site is developed.  The Remediation 
Scheme shall include consideration of and proposals to 

 
The wording is too detailed and 
prescriptive for a planning 
policy. 
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deal with situations where, during works on site, 
contamination is encountered which has not previously 
been identified.  Any further contamination encountered 
shall be fully assessed and an appropriate remediation 
scheme submitted to the local planning authority for 
written approval. 
Reason: In the interests of human health and to ensure 
that the proposed development will not cause pollution to 
controlled waters or the wider environment. 
2.             The Remediation Scheme, as approved pursuant 
to condition no. (1) above, shall be fully implemented 
before the development is first occupied.  On completion 
of the remediation scheme the developer shall provide a 
validation report to confirm that all works were completed 
in accordance with the agreed details, which must be 
submitted before the development is first occupied. Any 
variation to the scheme including the validation reporting 
shall be agreed in writing with the Local Planning 
Authority in advance of works being undertaken. 
Reason: In the interests of human health and to ensure 
that the proposed development will not cause pollution to 
controlled waters or the wider environment. 
3.             If, during development, contamination not 
previously identified is found to be present at the site then 
no further development (unless otherwise agreed in 
writing with the local planning authority) shall be carried 
out until the developer has submitted, and obtained 
written approval from the local planning authority for, an 
amendment to the Method Statement detailing how this 
unsuspected contamination shall be dealt with. 
Reason: In the interests of human health and to ensure 
that the proposed development will not cause pollution to 
controlled waters or the wider environment. 
Technical notes about the condition 
1.             I would also mention that the assessment is 
required to be undertaken in accordance with good 
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practice guidance and needs to be carried out by a 
suitably competent person as defined within the National 
Planning Policy Framework 2012.  
2.             And as a final technical point, we require all 
investigations of potentially contaminated sites to 
undertake asbestos sampling and analysis as a matter of 
routine and this should be included with any submission. 

2. The following draft polices, have not identified 
specific sites in the NDP but refer to the 
conversion or redevelopment  of agricultural 
buildings: 

 “WNC5: To support sensitive Conversions of 
existing rural buildings” 

 “WNL7: Extensions to houses and residential 
conversions of former agricultural buildings” 

 “WNL9: New business development in former 
agricultural buildings” 
 

 

Ref 5.38   WNL9 Comment Regarding former agricultural building conversions I 
would add the following;  
 
Some farm buildings may be used for the storage of 
potentially contaminative substances (oils, herbicides, 
pesticides) or for the maintenance and repair of vehicles 
and machinery. As such it is possible that unforeseen 
contamination may be present on the site. Consideration 
should be given to the possibility of encountering 
contamination on the site as a result of its former uses 
and specialist advice be sought should any be 
encountered during the development. 
 

Accepted. 
 
Insert additional wording as 
proposed at the end of the 
Policy. 

Amend Plan. 
 
Insert additional wording to the end of 
the policy: 
 
“Where farm buildings have been used 
for the storage of potentially 
contaminative substances (oils, 
herbicides, pesticides) or for the 
maintenance and repair of vehicles 
and machinery, consideration should 
be given to the possibility of 
encountering contamination on the 
site as a result of its former uses and 
specialist advice sought should any be 
encountered during the 
development.” 
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Ref 5.39   All Comment General comments: 
Developments such as hospitals, homes and schools may 
be considered ‘sensitive’ and as such consideration should 
be given to risk from contamination notwithstanding any 
comments. Please note that the above does not 
constitute a detailed investigation or desk study to 
consider risk from contamination. Should any information 
about the former uses of the proposed development 
areas be available I would recommend they be submitted 
for consideration as they may change the comments 
provided.  
 
 

Noted. 
 
This is a development 
management issue and should 
be addressed as when planning 
applications come forward. 
 
 

No change. 

Ref 5.40   All Comment Finally it should be recognised that contamination is a 
material planning consideration and is referred to within 
the NPPF. I would recommend applicants and those 
involved in the parish plan refer to the pertinent parts of 
the NPPF and be familiar with the requirements and 
meanings given when considering risk from 
contamination during development.   
 
These comments are provided on the basis that any other 
developments would be subject to application through 
the normal planning process. 
 

Noted. 
 
This is a development 
management issue and should 
be addressed as when planning 
applications come forward. 
 
 

No change. 
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Table 2 Responses from the Consultation Bodies to the SEA and HRA. 

Consultation Body Response 

Natural England Re: Welsh Newton & Llanrothal Group Neighbourhood Development Plan SEA and HRA  
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated and received by Natural England on 03 November 2015. Natural 
England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the natural environment is conserved, 
enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future generations, thereby contributing to sustainable 
development. THE CONSERVATION OF HABITATS AND SPECIES REGULATIONS 2010 (AS AMENDED) (HABITATS 
REGULATIONS) Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA) Report The HRA Initial screening report identified two Special 
Area of Conservation (SAC), the River Wye and Wye Valley Woodlands SAC, which needed to be included in the HRA. The 
assessment of impacts on the River Wye SAC is out of date as the Herefordshire Core Strategy has now been adopted and 
the HRA should be amended to reflect this change. We note that only The River Wye SAC has been considered. The HRA 
will need to be changed to include an assessment of the impacts on the Wye Valley Woodlands SAC. Please updated the 
HRA before re-consulting us.  
 
Draft Environment Report  
Natural England welcomes the production of an Environmental Report. Having reviewed the report Natural England 
confirms that it meets the requirements of the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) European Directive and 
national regulations, and that we concur with its conclusions. We would be happy to comment further should the need 
arise but if in the meantime you have any queries please do not hesitate to contact us. For any queries relating to the 
specific advice in this letter only please contact Gillian Driver on 0300 060 4335. For any new consultations, or to provide 
further information on this consultation please send your correspondences to consultations@naturalengland.org.uk. 
 

Historic England No further comments submitted in addition to those in relation to the Draft Neighbourhood Development Plan. 
 

Environment Agency No comments submitted. 

  

mailto:consultations@naturalengland.org.uk
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Appendix I 

Leaflet / Flyer informal consultation on emerging plan 2015 
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WELSH NEWTON AND 

LLANROTHAL 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 

HAVE YOUR SAY 
 

 

You are invited to a public meeting on the 

29th November 1-3pm in the Village Hall 

This will be an opportunity to find out about the progress of the 

Neighbourhood Plan and discuss any ideas or concerns you may have. 

 

The first draft of the plan will be available on the parish council website 

www.wnandl.org.uk 

http://www.wnandl.org.uk/
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WELSH NEWTON AND 

LLANROTHAL 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN 

HAVE YOUR SAY 

 
29TH NOVEMBER 

1-3PM IN THE VILLAGE HALL 
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Appendix II Regulation 14 Public Consultation 

Screenshots 
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Copy of Letter / Email 

Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Neighbourhood Development Plan (NDP) 

 
Building on the work done on the Parish Plan (Community Led Plan) the Welsh Newton and Llanrothal Parish 

Council have been developing a Neighbourhood Plan to feed into the policies that determine planning decisions for 
the local area.  This is an important document as, unlike the Community Led Plan, the Neighbourhood Plan carries 

statutory weight and must be consulted and considered as part of any planning application.   
 

The Neighbourhood Development Plan must be in general conformity with existing planning policies at a national 
and local level;  it must therefore reflect the polices contained within the National Planning Policy Framework, the 

Unitary Development Plan and the emerging Core Strategy as well as European Directives.  The objectives and 

policies of the Neighbourhood Development Plan have been written with this in mind as well as reflecting the 
spatial element of the Community Led Plan.   

 
The community consultation that formed the basis of the Community Led Plan has been carried forward and forms 

the basis of the Neighbourhood Development Plan.  There have been additional public meetings and the plan has 
been available in its various draft forms for several months via the Parish Council Website. 

 
Having been revised and refined the plan is now ready to be published in a consultation draft form.  It will be 

available for 6 weeks and can be viewed on the Parish Council website 
 

www.wnandlgpc.wordpress.com 

 
If for any reason you are unable to access the website but wish to read the plan please contact a Parish Councillor 

to obtain a printed copy.   
 

Please take this opportunity to read and respond to the plan.  After this 6 week consultation period the plan will be 

revised and will go forward to the next stage.  This is the last time the community will be able to make comments 
on the plan before it returns for a referendum and, hopefully, adoption. 
  

http://www.wnandlgpc.wordpress.com/
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Copy of Response Form for Residents 
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List of Consultation Bodies and Other Consultees 



61 
 



62 
 

 



63 
 

 



64 
 

 



65 
 

 



66 
 

 



67 
 

 



68 
 

 



69 
 

 



70 
 

Extract from Parish Council Gazette, January 2016 
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